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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1,114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
3/24/06 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

3. Claims 13,14,19-22, and 26 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bhogal et al . (US Pub. No. 



2003/0002069 hereinafter "Bhogal"). 
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4. Referring to claim 13, Bhogal teaches a system for managing 
printer selection in a network of connected printers, the system 
comprising: 

a programmable administrative policy residing in a memory 
repository with a user interface (UI) to accept user-defined 
programmable preferences for the usage of network connected 
printers, cross-referenced to print job characteristics (see 
paragraphs 3 6 and 4 0 on pages 3 and 4) ; and, 

a printer select module having an interface to accept 
determined characteristics for a print job, an interface for 
accessing the administrative policy, and an interface to direct 
the print job to a selected printer (see paragraph 44 on page 
4) . 

5. Referring to claim 14, Bhogal teaches a plurality of 
printers, each having an interface, selected from the group 
including local, remote, and network- connections, to the print 
select module for receiving print jobs (see paragraph 3 5 on page 
3) . 

6. Referring to claim 19, Bhogal teaches the system of claim 
further comprises: 
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a client device print subsystem including a print driver, 
spooler, print processor, and port manager (see figures 2 and 
3) ; and, 

wherein the print select module resides in the client print 
subsystem and initiates the selection of a printer in response 
to a print subsystem activity selected from the group including 
accepting the print job at a print driver, spooling the print 
job, de-spooling the print job, post-processing the print job, 
post-processing the print job, and sending the print job to the 
port manager (see paragraphs 27-3 0 on page 3) . 

7. Referring to claim 20, Bhogal teaches the printer select 
module initiates the printer selection in response to print 
driver activity, and selects a printer in response to print job 
characteristics that are determined by the print driver (see 
paragraph 44 on page 4) . 

8. Referring to claim 21, Bhogal teaches the printer select 
module initiates the printer selection in response to spooler 
activity, and selects a printer in response to information 
derived from a print subsystem element chosen from the group 
including the spooler, print processor, and port manager (see 
paragraph 44) . 
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9. Referring to claim 22, Bhogal teaches the administrative 
policy repository resides with the client (see paragraph 40 on 
page 4) . 

10. Referring to claim 26, Bhogal teaches the administrative 
policy has a UI for modifying specification-defined printer 
capabilities with user-defined printer usages (see paragraph 36 
on page 36) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 1,3,7,8, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Kuwamoto et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,617,518 hereinafter "Kuwamoto" ) . 
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13. Referring to claim 1, Bhogal teaches a method for managing 
printer selection in a network of connected printers (see figure 
4) , the method comprising: 

changing specification-defined printer capabilities to 
user-defined printer usages at a user interface, by programming 
an administrative policy that cross-references user-defined 
preferences for the usage of network connected printers, to 
print job characteristics selected from the group including, the 
document processing application sourcing the print job, the 
document format, media, document complexity, color/BW, 
rendering, and content (see paragraph 3 7 on page 4) . 

accepting a print job (see paragraph 44 on page 4) ; 

determining characteristics of the print job (see paragraph 
44 on page 4) ; 

selecting a printer in response to a programmable 
administrative policy that cross-references user-defined usage 
criteria to print job characteristics (see paragraph 44 on page 
4) ; and, 

sending the print job to the selected printer (see 
paragraph 44 on page 4) . 

Bhogal teaches the method substantially as claimed, however 
Bhogal fails to explicitly set forth the limitation that the 
print job characteristics also include user identity, and client 
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identity. Bhogal does state that the job characteristics are 
not limited to only what's listed (see paragraph 36 at page 4) . 

Kuwamoto teaches, in an analogous system, print job 
characteristics including user identity and client identity (see 
lines 35-56 of column 17) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Bhogal with the above teachings of Kuwamoto in order 
to allow certain users to print to a specific printer and give 
the user more printing selection criteria. 

14. Referring to claim 3, Bhogal teaches the method further 
comprises : 

accepting a pre -determined matrix cross-referencing 
specification-defined printer capabilities to print job 
characteristics, for at least one printer in a network of 
connected printers (see paragraph 3 7 on page 4) . 

15. Referring to claim 7, Bhogal teaches The method of claim 1 
wherein accepting a print job includes accepting the print job 
at a client print subsystem (see paragraph 44 on page 4) ; 

the method further comprising: 
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generating a print subsystem activity selected from the 
group including accepting the print job at a print driver, 
spooling the print job, despooling the print job, post- 
processing the print job, and sending the job to the port 
manager (see page 44 on page 4) ; and, 

wherein selecting a printer in response to a programmable 
administrative policy includes initiating the printer selection 
in response to a print subsystem activity (see page 44 on page 
4) . 

16. Referring to claim 8, Bhogal teaches selecting a printer in 
response to a programmable administrative policy includes 
accessing the administrative policy stored in a client-side 
repository (see paragraph 40 on page 4) . 

17. Referring to claim 16, Bhogal teaches the administrative 
policy is responsive to print job characteristics selected from 
the group including, the document processing application 
sourcing the print job, the document format, media, document 
complexity, color/BW, rendering, and content (see paragraph 37 
on page 4) . 

Bhogal fails to explicitly set forth the limitation that 
the print job characteristics also include user identity, and 
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client identity. Bhogal does state that the job characteristics 
are not limited to only what's listed (see paragraph 36 at page 
4) . 

Kuwamoto teaches, in an analogous system, print job 
characteristics including user identity and client identity (see 
lines 35-56 of column 17) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Bhogal with the above teachings of Kuwamoto in order 
to allow certain users to print to a specific printer and give 
the user more printing selection criteria. 

18. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior 
Art (AAPA) . 

19. Referring to system claim 17, Bhogal fails to teach 
programming an administrative policy includes establishing an 
administrative policy that secondarily cross-references print 
job characteristics to printer environment conditions selected 
from the group including printer availability, printer loading, 
specification-defined speed, printer capabilities, job 
scheduling, and printer locality. 
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At pages 1 and 2 of the specification of the instant 
application, the applicant admits that cross-referencing print 
job characteristics to printer environment conditions selected 
from the group including printer availability, printer loading, 
specification-defined speed, printer capabilities, job 
scheduling, and printer locality is old and well known in the 
art . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Bhogal with the above teachings from AAPA . One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to automate the process of printer 
selection as suggested by the applicant (see lines 12-16 of page 
1) and to make the selection based on real-time statuses of the 
printers . 

20. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Owa et al. (U.S. Pub No. 
2001/0043357 hereinafter u Owa" ) . 

21. Referring to system claim 18, Bhogal teaches programming an 
administrative policy includes establishing an administrative 
policy that prompts an action, selected from the group including 
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creating a user interface (UI) to request additional selection 
criteria, and creating a UI for the manual selection of a 
printer (see paragraph 45 on page 5) . 

Bhogal fails to teach the user is prompter in response to 
not matching print job characteristics, and the group further 
includes canceling the print job. 

Owa teaches, in an analogous system the above limitation 
(see paragraphs 111 and 112 of page 7) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Bhogal with the above teachings of Owa in order to 
allow the user to approve or deny the automatically selected 
printer as suggested by Owa (see paragraphs 111-112 on page 7) . 

22. Claim 23 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Vidyanand (U.S. Patent 
No. 6, 967, 728) . 

23. Referring to system claim 23, Bhogal fails to teach a 
network server including a repository with a master 
administrative policy; and 
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wherein the client repository receives and receives and 
stores administrative policy distributed by the network server 
repository. 

Vidyanand teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitations (see lines 46-61 of column 11) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Bhogal with the above teachings of Vidyanand, One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
such modification in order to share the policies with different 
users as suggested by Vidyanand (see lines 33-35 of column 5) . 

24. Referring to claim 27, Bhogal fails to teach a network 
server, wherein the print select module resides in the network 
server and initiates the selection of a printer in response to 
accepting the determined job characteristics, and wherein the 
administration policy resides in the network server. 

Vidyanand teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitations (see lines 46-61 of column 11) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Bhogal with the above teachings of Vidyanand. One 
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of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
such modification for the same reasons and mentioned above. 

25. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Ueda et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
7,046,383 hereinafter "Ueda" ) . 

26. Referring to claim 28, Bhogal teaches a system for managing 
printer selection in a network of connected printers, the system 
comprising: 

a programmable administrative policy residing in a memory 
repository with a user interface (UI) to accept user-defined 
programmable preferences for the usage of network connected 
printers, cross-referenced to print job characteristics (see 
paragraphs 36 and 40 on pages 3 and 4) ; and, 

a printer select module having an interface to accept 
determined characteristics for a print job, an interface for 
accessing the administrative policy, and an interface to direct 
the print job to a selected printer (see paragraph 44 on page 
4) . 

Bhogal fails to teach selecting the printer based on a 

cost . 
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Ueda teaches, in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 48-62 of column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system of Bhogal with the above teachings Ueda. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order provide the most cost-effective solution 
as suggested by Ueda (see lines 43-55 of column 1) . 

27. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Kuwamoto as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art 
(AAPA) . 

28. Referring to method claim 5, the combination of Bhogal and 
Kuwamoto fails to teach programming an administrative policy 
includes establishing an administrative policy that secondarily 
cross-references print job characteristics to printer 
environment conditions selected from the group including printer 
availability, printer loading, specification-defined speed, 
printer capabilities, job scheduling, and printer locality. 

At pages 1 and 2 of the specification of the instant 
application, the applicant admits that cross-referencing print 
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job characteristics to printer environment conditions selected 
from the group including printer availability, printer loading, 
specification-defined speed, printer capabilities, job 
scheduling, and printer locality is old and well known in the 
art . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Bhogal and Kuwamoto with the above teachings from 
AAPA. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to make such modification in order to automate the 
process of printer selection as suggested by the applicant (see 
lines 12-16 of page 1) and to make the selection based on real- 
time statuses of the printers. 

29. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Kuwamoto as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Owa et al. (U.S. Pub No. 
2001/0043357 hereinafter u 0wa"). 

30. Referring to method claim 6, Bhogal teaches programming an 
administrative policy includes establishing an administrative 
policy that prompts an action, selected from the group including 
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creating a user interface (UI) to request additional selection 
criteria, and creating a UI for the manual selection of a 
printer (see paragraph 45 on page 5) . 

The combination of Bhogal and Kuwamoto fails to teach the 
user is prompter in response to not matching print job 
characteristics, and the group further includes canceling the 
print job. 

Owa teaches, in an analogous system the above limitation 
(see paragraphs 111 and 112 of page 7) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Bhogal and Kuwamoto with the above teachings of 
Owa in order to allow the user to approve or deny the 
automatically selected printer as suggested by Owa (see 
paragraphs 111-112 on page 7) . 

31. Claims 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Kuwamoto as applied to 
claims 1 above, and further in view of Vidyanand (U.S. Patent 
No. 6, 967, 728) . 

32. Referring to method claim 9, the combination of Bhogal and 
Kuwamoto fails to teach accepting the administrative policy, 
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distributed from a network policy server, and storing the 
administrative policy in a client repository. 

Vidyanand teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitations (see lines 36-45 of column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Bhogal and Kuwamoto with the above teachings of 
Vidyanand. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to make such modification in order to share the 
policies with different users as suggested by Vidyanand (see 
lines 33-35 of column 5) . 

33. Referring to method claim 12, the combination of Bhogal and 
Kuwamoto fails to teach selecting a printer is response to a 
programmable administrative policy stored in a network server 
repository in response to receiving the print job at the network 
server (see lines 46-61 of column 11) . 

Vidyanand teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitations (see lines 36-45 of column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Bhogal and Kuwamoto with the above teachings of 
Vidyanand. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
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motivated to make such modification for the same reasons as 
mentioned above (see lines 33-35 of column 5) . 

34. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Ueda as applied to claims 28 
above, and further in view of Kuwamoto. 

35. Referring to claim 29, the combination of Bhogal and Ueda 
teaches the administrative policy is responsive to print job 
characteristics selected from the group including, the document 
processing application sourcing the print job, the document 
format, media, document complexity, color/BW, rendering, and 
content (see Bhogal paragraph 3 7 on page 4) . 

The combination of Bhogal and Ueda fails to explicitly set 
forth the limitation that the print job characteristics also 
include user identity, and client identity. Bhogal does state 
that the job characteristics are not limited to only what's 
listed (see paragraph 36 at page 4) . 

Kuwamoto teaches, in an analogous system, print job 
characteristics including user identity and client identity (see 
lines 35-56 of column 17) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
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combination of Bhogal and Ueda with the above teachings of 
Kuwamoto in order to allow certain users with to print to a 
specific printer and give the user more printing selection 
criteria. 

36. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhogal in view of Ueda as applied to claims 2 8 
above, and further in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art 
(AAPA) . 

37. Referring to claim 30, the combination of Bhogal and Ueda 
fails to teach programming an administrative policy includes 
establishing an administrative policy that secondarily cross- 
references print job characteristics to printer environment 
conditions selected from the group including printer 
availability, printer loading, specification-defined speed, 
printer capabilities, job scheduling, and printer locality. 

At pages 1 and 2 of the specification of the instant 
application, the applicant admits that cross-referencing print 
job characteristics to printer environment conditions selected 
from the group including printer availability, printer loading, 
specification-defined speed, printer capabilities, job 
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scheduling, and printer locality is old and well known in the 
art . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Bhogal and Ueda with the above teachings from 
AAPA. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to make such modification in order to automate the 
process of printer selection as suggested by the applicant (see 
lines 12-16 of page 1) and to make the selection based on real- 
time statuses of the printers. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

38. Claims 10,11,24,25 objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

39. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: The prior art of record fails to 
teach or suggest alone or in combination a network repository 
that includes print drivers and path information, that are sent 
to a client repository along with an administrative print 
selection policy used to select a printer from a network of 
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connected printers, in combination with the other recited claim 
limitations . 

Response to Arguments 
40. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,13, and 2 8 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) 
of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Eron J. 
Sorrell whose telephone number is 571 272-4160. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kim Huynh can be 
reached on 571-272-4147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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